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replaced by the will of a privileged group acting under the
control of the authorities administering the territories ".
He confirmed the intention of the Soviet Government to
continue negotiations for a separate peace and agreed to
carry on those negotiations at Brest-Litovsk, protesting,
however, that the atmosphere

at the headquarters of the enemy armies under the control of the
German authorities creates all the disadvantages of an artificial
isolation in no way compensated for by the enjoyment of a direct
telephone wire. . . . We remain, therefore, at Brest-Litovsk, so that

the slightest possibility of peace may not be left unexhausted----Our

Government has placed at the head of its program the word " Peace ",
but it has engaged itself at the same time before its people to sign
only a democratic and a just peace.1

At the outset, therefore, both sides had stated their
case with admirable clearness, and it was obvious from
the first that the chasm dividing them was unbridgeable,
yet for four mortal weeks did Kiihlmann and Trotsky
circle round each other like duellists upon a cloak, debating
the ethics, forms, and principles of self-determination and
its application to the border states. Trotsky demanded a
full referendum taken without the presence of foreign
military forces. Kiihlmann refused to consider the evacua-
tion of German troops, and claimed that the occupied
territories had already declared their will through the
bodies created under the auspices of Ober Ost (the German
Administration of Occupied Territories in the East). To
this Trotsky replied: " We are realists as well as revolu-
tionaries, and we should prefer to talk directly about
annexations, rather than to replace their real name with
a pseudonym ". At the word " annexation " Kiihlmann
would recoil, and would again develop his theory of self-
determination until once more brought up short before the
facts by Trotsky ; e da capo.

1 Proceedings, pp. 61-63.